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Interview Summary Form completed by the Examiner, 
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the examiner. 
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IN THE CLAIMS: 

A complete listing of all the claims is now provided. 

Claims 1 to 6 . (Cancelled). 

Claim 7. (Currently Amended) . 

A shaft-hub connection comprising: 

an if^hment flange (1) having a hub- sleeve element (3) 
with^ a- conical outer ourf a - oo rcorion-f* 

a clamping element (6) which is attachable to said 
attachment flange and by means of which a shaft end (2) assigned 
to said attachment flange is connectable by frictional connection 
to said attachment flange; and 

a bushing (4) positioned between said hub-sleeve element (3) 
and said shaft end to take up a slip torque and designed in 
multiple parts in its axial direction, wherein said hub-sleeve 
element (3) is under fche a clamping effect of said clamping 
element (6) , and wherein the level of the slip torque which is to 
be taken by said bushing (4) can be preset. 

Claim 8 (Previously Presented) . 

The shaft-hub connection according to Claim 7, 
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Claim 14. (Currently Amended) . 

A shaft -hub connection . comprising : 

an attachment flange (1) ; 

a clamping element (6) which is attachable to said- JVuht^ *Ut- 
attachment flange and by means of which a shaft end (2) /Assigned 6 
to said attachment flange is connectable by frictional connection 
to said attachment flange; 

a hub-sleeve element which is implemented in multiple parts, 
with a first part (3.1) having a conical outer surface region and 
being implemented in one piece with said attachment flange (1) 
and another part (3.2) being assigned as a sleeve-shaped hub core 



to said shaft end (2) ; and 

^^^bushing£(4) positionec^between said first part (3 . 1) of 
the hub-sleeve element and said another part (3.2) of the hub- r 
sleeve element to take up a slip torque and dooTgncd in mulLipll 
rpar-te ' ii 



element to take up a slip torque ana aosign^u xn mu±Lx ^uL t; - 

wherein said first part (3,1) of the hub-sleeve element (3) 
extends over the length of said^bushingS ■(4) , 

wherein said hub- sleeve element is under fet*e a clamping 
effect of said clamping element; and 

wherein the level of the slip torque which is to be taken by 
said bushing can be preset^ aJiji»-$ijnj ^ jJ^^O <d£> toii^lt C0^c4< 
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